In The Court Of Appeal Of The State Of California
39
Sixth Appellate District

San Jose, California

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 2005

I N THE MATTER OF THE DESTRUCTI ON OF COURT RECORDS
By The Court:

This court having been advised by the State Records Center
that certain civil records preserved for a period | onger than 10
years are eligible for destruction as provided by rule 70(c) of
the California Rules of Court, and good cause appearing, it is
hereby ordered that said civil records designated in Records
Transfer Lists 42 and 44 be schedul ed for destruction.
Dat ed: February 22, 2005 Rushi ng, P.J.

H027623 PECPLE v. PHAM

The judgnent is reversed. The matter is remanded to the
trial court for resentencing and further proceedi ngs pursuant to
Penal Code section 978.8. (not published)
(Elia, J.; W concur: Rushing, P.J., Preno, J.)
Fil ed February 22, 2005

H026440 PECPLE v. MARTINEZ, JR
By the Court:

Upon the court's own notion, the subm ssion order in the
above-entitled cause filed Decenber 7, 2004, is hereby vacated to
allow the matter to be set for oral argument. Oral argunent in
t he above entitled cause will be set on the court’s cal endar,
counsel to be advised of the date and tinme. The matter wll be
resubm tted upon conpletion of oral argunent.

Dat ed: February 22, 2005 Rushi ng, P.J.

VEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 2005

H027647 PECPLE v. NOTTI NGHAM
The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(M hara, J.; We concur: Bamattre-Manouki an, Acting P.J., MAdans,
J.)
Fil ed February 23, 2005
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Wednesday, February 23, 2005 (conti nued)

H026624 PEOPLE v. JESSE H

The true finding as to counts 3 and 5, and as to the gang
enhancenments in counts 1, 2, and 4, are stricken. The juvenile
court order of jurisdiction is otherwse affirned. The
di sposition order of Cctober 14, 2003 is reversed. The matter is
remanded for a new disposition order. (not published)
(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J.; W concur: Mhara, J., MAdans,
J.)
Fil ed February 23, 2005

H026504 PECPLE v. RI CHARD G
The order under reviewis affirmed. (not published)
(M hara, J.; We concur: Bamattre-Manouki an, Acting P.J., MAdans,
J.)
Fil ed February 23, 2005

H027186 PEOPLE v. SOTO
The cause herein is ordered subm tted.
Dat ed: February 23, 2005 RUSHI NG, P. J.

H027998 PEOPLE v. YANEZ

The $600 restitution fine inposed on August 31, 2004 is
stricken and the judgnent is nodified to i npose a $200
restitution fine (§1202.4, subd.(b))and a $200 parol e revocation
restitution fine, which is suspended unless parole is revoked
(§1202.45). As nodified, the judgnment is affirmed. The trial
court is directed to anmend the abstract of judgnent to reflect
the nodifications. (not published)
(Elta, J.; We concur: Rushing, P.J., Preno, J.)
Fil ed February 23, 2005

H026920 PEOPLE v. JONES

(Filed order nodifying opinion.) This nodification does not
effect a change in the judgnment. (not published)
(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J., Mhara, J., MAdans, J.)
Fil ed February 23, 2005
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THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 24, 2005

H026680 PEOPLE v. HARTLESS

The judgnent is reversed, and the matter is remanded for the
limted purpose of resentencing defendant in accordance with the
vi ews expressed herein. (See, People v. Casper, supra, 33
Cal . 4'"38.) (not published)
(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, J.; W concur: Preno, Acting P.J., Walsh,
J.*)
Fil ed February 24, 2005
(*Judge of the Santa C ara County Superior Court assigned by the
Chi ef Justice pursuant to article VI, section 6 of the California
Constitution.)

H026461 PEOPLE v. RUBALCABA

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(wal sh, J.*; We concur: Rushing, P.J., Preno, J.)
Fil ed February 24, 2005
(*Judge of the Santa C ara County Superior Court assigned by the
Chi ef Justice pursuant to article VI, section 6 of the California
Constitution.)

H026628 MORENO v. CITY OF KING et al.
By the Court:

The witten opinion which was filed January 28, 2005, is
certified for publication. (Mhara, J.; Rushing, P.J.)

The witten opinion which was filed on January 28, 2005, has
now been certified for publication in its entirety pursuant to
California Rules of Court, rule 976(b), and it is therefore
ordered that it be published in the Oficial Reports.

Dat ed: February 24, 2005 Rushi ng, P.J.

FRI DAY, FEBRUARY 25, 2005

HO26747 M NARD v. M NARD
The judgnent is affirnmed. Respondent shall have her costs
on appeal . (not published)
(Premo, J.; W concur: Rushing, P.J., Elia, J.)
Fil ed February 25, 2005

H027996 PEOPLE v. DUNLAP

H027462 PEOPLE v. STOKES

The cause herein is ordered subm tted.

Dat ed: February 25, 2005 BAMVATTRE- MANOUKI AN, Acting P.J.
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Fri day, February 25, 2005 (continued)

H027996 PEOPLE v. DUNLAP

The clerk of the superior court is directed to nodify the
abstract of judgnent in case No. SS032176 in the foll ow ng
respects: (1) the restitution fines of $200, pursuant to Penal
Code section 1202.4, subdivision (b) and Penal Code section
1202. 45 shall be stricken; (2) the total time inposed shall be
corrected to read eight nonths. The abstract of judgnent in case
No. SS033109 shall be anended in the follow ng respects: 1) the
restitution fines pursuant to Penal Code section 1202. 4,
subdi vision (b), and Penal Code section 1202.45 shall be reduced
from $1000 to $200; 2) a victimrestitution fine of $600,
pursuant to Penal Code, section 1202.4, subdivision (f), shall be
added. The clerk of the superior court is directed to forward
t he anended abstracts of judgnent to the Departnent of
Corrections. As so nodified, the judgnents are affirnmed. (not

publ i shed)
(Bamat t r e- Manouki an, Acting P.J.; W concur: Mhara, J., MAdans,
J.)

Fil ed February 25, 2005

HO027317 PECPLE v. GANDARI LLA
HO027221 PECPLE v. GANDARI LLA

The judgnent of conviction is affirnmed. (not published)
(McAdans, J.; W concur: Bamattre-Mnoukian, Acting P.J., M hara,
J.)
Fil ed February 25, 2005

H024976 PECPLE v. GJZMAN, et al.

As to each defendant, two of the three nultiple-nurder
speci al -circunstance findings are ordered stricken. The trial
court is directed to anmend the abstracts of judgnent accordingly.
As nodified, the judgment is affirmed. (not published)
(McAdans, J.; W concur: Rushing, P.J., Preno, J.)
Fil ed February 25, 2005

H026988 PEOPLE v. MARTI NEZ

The judgnent is nodified to reflect a total of 195 days of
credit. The clerk of the superior court is directed to prepare
an anmended abstract of judgnment. As nodified, the judgnent is
affirmed. (not published)
(Rushing, P.J.; W concur: Preno, J., Elia, J.)
Fil ed February 25, 2005
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Fri day, February 25, 2005 (continued)

H027128 PECPLE v. ADKI NS

The judgnent is affirmed. (not published)
(Rushing, P.J.; W concur: Preno, J., Elia, J.)
Fil ed February 25, 2005

H027348 PEOPLE v. ANDERSON

The judgnent is reversed and the matter is remanded to the
trial court for the limted purpose of re-sentencing on the
charge in count 1 of second-degree robbery. (not published)
(Rushing, P.J.; W concur: Preno, J., Elia, J.)
Fil ed February 25, 2005

H026462 PECPLE v. ROVAN

The judgnent is reversed. The Superior Court is directed to
enter convictions on counts 2 and 4 for violating section 288,
subdi vision (a) and to resentence defendant. (not published)
(Rushing, P.J.; W concur: Preno, J., Elia, J.)
Fil ed February 25, 2005

H027841 In re JOANNA P., et al.; DFCS v. DULCIE P
The juvenile court’s order is affirnmed. (not published)
(M hara, J.; We concur: Bamattre-Manouki an, Acting P.J., MAdans,
J.)
Fil ed February 25, 2005
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